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From: "Tony Quinn"
To:

Sent: ednesday, July

Attach: image001.jpg

Subject:  Fox and Hounds Today
Congratulations Speaker Perez --- =0:p>

But =atch Out for the Referendum

% Ton
Quir
=icti

By Tony Quinn =0:p>
Political Commentator =nd Former Legislative Staffer

Wed, July 13th, 2011

Congratulations are in =rder to Assembly Speaker John Perez. The Redistricting Commission
has =ow delivered the 54th seat necessary for Speaker Perez to achieve =wo-thirds Democratic
rule in the Assembly, (an accomplishment the =emocrats never achieved on their own). With a
two-thirds vote, Perez =nd his friends can pass tax increases to their heart’s delight. =hey need
not spend money trying to elect more Democratic members; the =edistricting Commission has
done it for them.

It is all a matter of =aving friends in high places.

Their friends are not =ust the 14 commissioners, who feign ignorance of the partisan seats =hey
are drawing — and that is true of some but not all of the =ommissioners. The real partisan work is
being done by their staff of =erkeley Democratic consultants. Every change made to Assembly
maps =ince release of the first draft districts on June 10 has favored the =emocrats; to believe
this is all by accident is to walk through an =rchard and believe all the rows of trees just grew
there by chance. =o:p>

The 54th Democratic seat =s a doozy, but it does the job. The district begins in part of Rancho
=ucamonga in San Bernardino County, then it crosses the county line to =bsorb Claremont in Los Angeles
County, then it leapfrogs over community =fter community to settle in deeply Democratic Pasadena,
providing the =ecessary voters for the 54th seat. Now this is all quite =nconstitutional since the law says
you are not supposed to bypass =djacent population for far distant population, but this Commission
=gnores the law when it is inconvenient.

This district unites =ommunities like Rancho Cucamonga and Pasadena that have never in
=istory been in the same district. So much for constitutional line =rawing.
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But before the Speaker =laims his two-thirds, there is a problem; it’s called the =eferendum. This Democratic
gerrymander can be referred giving the =eople the last say on the new districts. When the people enacted
=roposition 20 in 2010, they also changed the referendum law to make it =uch easier for the people to refer an
act of this commission, and to =ote to reject their plans.

Proposition 20 was the =rainchild of Charles Munger, an investor, who funded it to bring =ongressional districts
under the new commission. Munger and his fellow =uthors of Prop 20 had a suspicion the commission might not
work out, so =hey provided an easy path for citizens to refer its product. Each plan =s a separate statute; it is
subject to referendum just like any law of =he legislature. To qualify a referendum requires filing a little more
=han 500,000 valid signatures in a 90-day period. =0:p>

The Proposition 20 =roponents also realized that timing is essential. The state must have =ew districts for the
June 2012 election, and that requires giving the =ounties time to draw new precinct lines and prepare for the
election. =o the authors cut the commission’s time to pass a final plan to =ugust 15. (It was originally September
15). The state’s =eferendum law gives proponents 90 days to gather the required =ignatures, but importantly
the authors of Proposition 20 provided that =s soon as they submit signatures, probably about November 15, a
=roponent can petition the Supreme Court to appoint a line drawing =aster on the grounds that the plans are
stayed and the court must adopt =ew plans for the next election, in this case 2012. =o:p>

This language in the =onstitution triggers the Supreme Court to act: "Any registered =oter in this state may file a
petition for a writ of mandate ... where = ... map is subject to a referendum measure that is likely to qualify =nd
stay the timely implementation of the map." Just turn in =ignatures and we are off to court.

The timeline is =xceedingly important, as Republicans well know. In 1981, they filed =hree referendum
petitions against what was known as the “Phil =urton Plans,” the Democratic gerrymanders of 1981, or
what the =ate Rep. Phil Burton (D-San Francisco), their author, called his =ontribution to modern art.
(Disclosure: 1 knew Rep. Burton and was the =epublican consultant when he ran us through like a knife
through soft =utter. | admired Burton as the penultimate political operative and a =onderfully Irish pol.
He did not hide what he was about unlike this =ommission pretending it knows nothing about its
partisan plans.) =o:p>

After we filed our =eferenda in 1981, the issue went to the Supreme Court, who ruled that =t was too late, the
Democratic plans had to be used because there was =ot enough time for new plans. The Proposition 20 authors
understood =his; they have provided the timeframe and procedure for the Supreme =ourt to immediately draft
its own plan until the people can vote on the =ommission’s work in June 2012.

This delightful scenario =as the work, I believe, of the primary author of Proposition 20, former =tate
Appeal Court Justice Daniel Kolkey, whom Munger engaged to draw up =is measure. The commission
well knows Mr. Kolkey; in March they hired =im and his law firm, Gibson Dunn, as their Voting Rights
Act attorneys. =ut over succeeding months, former Justice Kolkey was driven from the =rocess. They no
longer consult him at all. Seems he is a Republican and =he Commission wanted nothing but Democrats
advising them and drawing =heir plans.

So before Speaker Perez =an claim his two-thirds majority, he will need to justify the =ommission’s Democratic
gerrymander before the public at a =tatewide election. This is exactly what the creators of direct =emocracy in
California envisioned -- let the people decide. =0:p>

I will also let you in =n a little secret, dear reader. The voters get really irritated when =heir faith in the process is
corrupted, as this commission has done. In =981, we made a case to Republican voters that Rep. Burton
overreached, =nd so many outraged Republicans sent small donations for our referendum =hat it paid for itself.
A referendum against this rogue commission will =e easy, angry voters will pay for it themselves to have a
chance to =eject the commission’s plans, as surely they will. =o0:p>
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From: "David Pratt"
To:
Sent: ednesday, July 13, 0:05 AM

Subject:  Public Comment: General Comment
From: David Pratt
Subject: July Commission meetings

Message Body:
Commission and Staff,

The July meetings are turning into another round of public input hearings, at the expense of you
having enough time to spend on drawing lines.

How about strictly limiting such public testimony to e-mail and postal mail submissions?
Otherwise, some groups, whose opinions are already well known to you, are essentially
fillibustering your work.

This mail is sent via contact form on Citizens Redistricting Commission

7/14/2011
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From: "James Wright"

To:

Sent: ednesday, July 13, 48 PM
Subject: PUBLIC COMMENT -- Absenses
Commissioners,

It is unacceptable that some of your fellow Commissioners cannot seem to be present
(or make arrangements to participate remotely) for the very important meetings
occurring this week and next. It is assumed that their opinions are lacking from the
consensuses that you are reaching on directions to Q2.

Continued and frequent absence of any Commissioner who is not on his/her death bed
should raise a question of whether they should perhaps be excused and replaced.

Remember that one of the original Commissioners withdrew and was replaced by
Commissioner Ancheta. | assumed the decision to withdraw was, in part, because of a
realization of the time commitment that would be needed from them during the term of
the Commission.

Respectfully,
Jim Wright
a voter from San Jose

</html
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From: "Martha Sommons"

To:

Cc: "Glenn
Miller" upe Ramos Watson" ichael

Wilson"
Sent: Wednesday,

"Sam Torres"

y :

Attach: California Redistricting Com 07-13-11.doc
Subject:  Coachella Valley Redistricting Map

Mr. =laypool and Commissioners,

On =ehalf of Indio City Manager Dan Martinez, we are submitting the attached letter =or your
consideration in redistricting of eastern Riverside County to allow =ndio to remain as part of the
Coachella Valley.

Please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Martinez at ||| flij shou'd you have any =uestions.
Sincerely,
Martha Sommons

Executive Assistant to CM
City of Indio - the =lace to Be!

ndio,
Direct Line:
Fax:
City Hall Hours: Monday to Thursday, 7:30 am - 5:30 =m

The =nformation in this communication is confidential and may be privileged and is directed =nly to the intended recipient.
Please do not forward this =ommunication without my permission. If you have received this communication in =rror, please
notify me immediately and delete/destroy this =ommunication.
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Delivery via E-mail & Fax

July 13, 2011

California Citizens Redistricting Commission

Sacramento, CA 95814
Re: Coachella Valley Redistricting Map for Eastern Riverside County
Dear Commissioners:

Over the last 10 years, the City of Indio experienced exponential growth, which
led to the doubling of Indio’s population, raised the city’s median income and
assessed valuation to be in parity with the Coachella Valley, and greatly
enhanced Indio’s economic base. A key part of the Coachella Valley economy
and Indio’s economic engine is that Indio is a tourist destination known to the
world. Our city draws in more than one million people annually through festivals
like the Coachella Valley Music and Arts Festival, Stagecoach Country Music
Festival, and polo tournaments.

In May of 2011, the Southern California Association of Governments published
its Profile on Indio and accurately outlined the city’s economic breakdown by
sector. In that report, it identified leisure-hospitality as one of the top Indio
created job sectors for the city. Other large job sectors included retail, education,
and the public sector. Agriculture represents one of the smallest parts of Indio’s
economic base at 3.9%. Much of that remaining agricultural sector is being
replaced by continued urban growth as has taken place over the last several
years.

In closing, Indio is the second county-seat for Riverside County, which makes
Indio the Coachella Valley’s center for business, government and as previously
described entertainment activity. Several county services are operated out of
Indio, which makes us inextricably connected to our surrounding communities,
and also, we share in regional governmental bodies like the Coachella Valley



Daniel Claypool
July 13, 2011
Page 2 of 2

Association of Governments, SunLine Transit Agency, and the Palm Springs
Desert Resorts Convention and Visitors Authority.

Should you have further questions or would like to contact me, please call me at

Sincerely,

Dan Martinez
City Manager

cc: Mayor and Council
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From: "Alma Flores"
To:
Sent: ednesday, July 13, 24 AM

"l am a resident of =he city of The Imperial Valley, which is in the current 80th Assembly
=istrict. | have resided here for 40 years. | am disappointed in the =entative maps
released by the Commission on June 10™. =he Coachella Valley and Imperial County
are in the same desert, =hare the same history, water and utility district. We have the
same =limate, much of the same industries like tourism, agriculture =EM>and =reen
energy, and both the Coachella Valley and Imperial County=STRONG> are dealing with
the =rowing problems at the Salton Sea.

Voters in the Coachella Valley and =mperial County need a single legislator who understands the issues
=f our unique desert and population. Dividing Imperial County and =he Coachella Valley will just result in

the same lack of representation =ur desert has received in the past. Please keep our desert
=ogether so we can continue to prosper."

Alma Flores
Division of Children and Family Services
MHS =irector Secretary

El Centro, CA 92243 =
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Via Electronic Mail

Citizens Redistricting Commission
Sacramento, CA 95814
Dear Members of the Citizens Redistricting Commission:

On behalf of the National Association of Latino Elected and Appointed
Officials (NALEO) Educational Fund, I am writing to provide our perspectives
on the Commission’s decision to cancel the release of second draft redistricting
maps, and to provide recommendations to ensure that the public can provide
meaningful input into the Commission’s on-going line drawing process. We
understand that the Commission canceled the release of the second drafts to
gather more public input and to enhance the quality of its final maps. However,
we are deeply concerned that that the failure to publish formal second drafts
will in fact make it more difficult for members of the public to provide
meaningful comments to the Commission, unless the Commission implements
several practices that will help promote informed and timely public input.

The Commission should establish a calendar of when different regions will
be discussed: Currently, the Commission has scheduled business meetings
from July 13 to July 28. The Commission should establish a clear calendar and
daily agenda of the regions that it will discuss as it proceeds with its line
drawing. Most Californians have work and family responsibilities, and cannot
view every meeting of the Commission each day, waiting for the region with
which they are most familiar to be discussed. Establishing a calendar and daily
agenda with regional information provides California residents with the
information needed so they can plan ahead and watch on the day that the
Commission discusses their region. Without a clear calendar or daily agenda,
many Californians who might otherwise become engaged in the process will be
discouraged from watching the Commission’s proceedings and providing
comments on their local region.

Visualizations should continue to include identifiable features: We
commend the Commission’s decision to include interactive maps on the
Statewide Database site. This is an appropriate method to ensure that the public
can clearly identify where the district lines are located in relation to their
communities of interest. In addition to the interactive site, we encourage the
Commission to include identifiable features such as highways, streets, and
landmarks on any static maps that the Commission releases either in PDF or
other formats.

110 Wall Street, 16" Floor
York, NY 10005

el: (212)-
.

600 Pennsylvania Ave., SE Suite 230
Washington, DC 20003

1314 Texas Avenue, Suite 410

Los Angeles, CA 90015 Houston, TX 77002

5950 Lakehurst Drive, Suite 169
Orlando, FL 32819



California Citizens Redistricting Commission
July 13, 2011
Page 2

The Commission must release data associated with the visualizations: In addition to the
visualizations, the Commission must release the data associated with the visualizations, so that
Californians are fully informed about the demographic characteristics of the visualization’s districts
and the communities within them. At the minimum, the Commission should release tables that
include citizen voting age population data for Latinos, Asian Pacific Islanders and African
Americans for each district. By providing this data, the Commission will ensure that members of the
public will have relevant information about the different visualizations and can make informed
comments regarding the impact of proposed lines on their communities of interest.

The Commission should release daily Business Meeting summaries: The Commission has
emailed daily meeting summaries at the end of the day to keep members of the public informed of
major decisions made during their Business Meetings. We encourage the Commission to continue
using this method of communication. In addition, we urge the Commission to include more detail in
the summaries regarding the visualizations and options being considered. Daily summaries will
provide community members that cannot watch the business meetings with relevant and useful
information that will help keep them engaged in the Commission’s process.

The Commission must clearly communicate when visualizations are near final, and must
provide the public with a meaningful opportunity to view and comment on visualizations that
show all of the state’s districts for each level of government: It is crucial that the Commission
communicate clearly when a visualization of a region or a district is near final. This will provide the
public with an opportunity to provide meaningful and timely input on the district configurations that
are being given the most serious consideration by the Commission, and are most likely to be adopted
in the final map. Additionally, the Commission should release a separate visualization of the entire
state for each level of government when the visualizations are near final. The Commission should
provide the public with a minimum of 72 hours to provide input on these statewide visualizations.
This will ensure that members of the public have an opportunity to examine the overall impact of the
Commission’s visualizations on the entire state, and to assess how the Commission’s decisions on
individual regions affect the regions that surround them. In this connection, we note that each overall
state visualization would not be considered a “map” subject to the 14-day public comment
requirement of California Government Code section 8253(a).

We believe that the Commission shares our vision of a line drawing process that is fully accessible to
all Californians, and which ensures that they have a meaningful opportunity to provide well-informed
public input. We look forward to continuing to work with the Commission to achieve this important
goal, and we thank you for consideration of our comments. Should you have any questions
regarding this letter, ilease do not hesitate to contact Astrid Garcia, Director of State Election Policy

and Redistricting at ext. 4434 or by email at ||| GG

Sincerely,

ot 0 980

Rosalind Gold
Senior Director of Policy, Research and Advocacy





